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"vessels bound to New Orleans and laden with cargoes proper for the ordinary use of the citizens of the United States who inhabit the Mississippi and its waters . . . cannot be justly said to carry those cargoes to an enemy, . . . Such a cargo is not a just object of confiscation, although a part of it should also be deemed proper for the equipment of vessels, because it is not attempted to be carried to an enemy."
On the subject of blockade, Marshall questions whether "the right to confiscate vessels bound to a blockaded port. . . can be applied to a place not completely invested by land as well as by sea.59 But waiving "this departure from principle/5 the American complaint "is that ports not effectually blockaded by a force capable of completely investing them, have yet been declared in a state of blockage, and vessels attempting to enter therein have been seized, and, on that account, confiscated.55 This " vexation . . . may be carried, if not resisted, to a very injurious extent.5* .
If neutrals submit to it, "then every port of the belligerent powers may at all times be declared in that [blockaded] state and the commerce of neutrals be thereby subjected to universal capture." But if complete blockage be required, then "the capacity to blockade will be limited by the naval force of the belligerent, and, of consequence, the mischief to neutral commerce can not be very extensive. It is therefore of the last importance to neutrals that this principle be maintained unimpaired."
The  British   Courts  of  Vice-Admiralty,   says